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Dear Sir 

The present Appeal was filed June 4, 2008, from the final rejection of claims 39 and 42- 
71 of the above-identified application under 37 C.F.R. §§1 .113 and 1 . 1 91 . This Reply Brief is 
presented in response to the Examiner's Answer mailed September 2, 2008. 

Appellants present the following remarks in response to the Examiner's Answer for 
consideration by the Board in its review of this appeal and continue to request that the Board 
reverse the obviousness rejections of claims 39 and 42-71. 

At page 8 of the Examiner's Answer, the Examiner stated: "This argument is disagreed 
with because the claim language calls for filing the reservoir with hardenable dental material 
which is clearly shown in Fig. 9 of Simor, cement being a hardenable dental material, and shows 
after filing the reservoir, the dental article "'form" is reshaped, (note: appellant is arguing that the 
materia) is reshaped after the form is removed, however, as claimed in the last two lines of claim 
39, it is the form that is reshaped. . , . Also, with respect to the step of removing the dental article 
form from the article, the claims do not given any specific chronology with respect to the other 
steps in the claims, . . This is not entirely clear, but to the extent Appellants' understand the 
Examiner's intent, the following is offered to clarify the claim language. It is submitted that 
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Appellants 7 claim language (e.g., as recited in claim 39) "wherein the dental article form is 
reshaped while in the subject's mouth after filling the reservoir with the hardenable dental 
material" dearly indicates that the form is reshaped after filling it, therefore, the hardenable 
dental material within the reservoir is inherently also reshaped along with the form. Also, simply 
because this "wherein the dental article form is reshaped" clause is physically placed in the claim 
after the step of "removing the dental article form from the article' 7 does not mean that this 
"reshaping" step occurs after the "removing" step. It is clear from reading the entire claim (e.g., 
as recited in claim 39) the "removing" step occurs after the dental article is formed. This cannot 
occur until after the reservoirof the dental article form is filled with the hardenable dental 
material, and the dental article form is reshaped while in the subject's mouth after filling the 
reservoir with the hardenable dental material. Also, Appellants again submit that a dental 
cement is not a hardenable dental material that forms a dental article upon removal of a form that 
shapes the dental article, particularly (as recited in claim 67) a dental article selected from the 
group consisting of a crown, an inlay, an onlay, a bridge, an orthodontic appliance, a 
maxillofacial prosthesis, and a tooth splint. 

At page 9 of the Examiner's Answer, the Examiner stated: "The argument is disagreed 
with because, with respect to self-supporting, it is noted that in the actual claim language this is 
used to limit the dental article form, sec first three lines of claim 39, and is not specific to the 
organic composition itself, . . ." This is not entirely clear, but to the extent Appellants' 
understand the Examiner's intent, the following is offered to clarify the claim language. Tt is 
submitted that the self-supporting language is not simply used to "limit the dental article form"; 
rather, claim 39 (lines 5-7), for example, clearly recites "wherein the organic composition gives 
the self-supporting structure its self-supporting and malleable characteristics, and further wherein 
the organic composition is dimensionally stable . . " Thus, the claim language is clear that the 
organic composition itself is self-supporting and malleable. 



PAGE 3/4 * RCVD AT 1 1/3/2008 6:28:33 PIYI [Eastern Standard Time] * SVR:USPTO-EFXRF-6/9 * DNIS:2738300 * CSID:6123051228 ' DURATION (mm-$s):01-16 



11/03/2008 17:25 FAX 8123051228 MUETINQ & RAASCH 0004/004 

RECEIVED 

CENTRAL FAX 6INHR 

NOV 0 3 2008 

Reply Brier Page 3 of 3 

Serial No.: 10/643,748 
Confirmation No.; 4133 
Filed: August 19, 2003 

For: DENTAL ARTICLE FORMS AND METHODS 



Summary 

For the foregoing reasons, Appellants respectfully request that the Board review and 
reverse the rejections of claims 39 and 42-71 and that notification of the allowance of these 
claims be issued. 
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